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FINAL REJECTION 

Applicants arguments filed 12/04/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive for the reasons detailed below. 

The prior art rejections are maintained or modified as follows: 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Huber (US-4582597) in view of Hukki (US-20030057140). 

Referring to claims 1-2, 16, 18-19. Huber discloses a "Vibratory Screen 
Separator". See Figs. 1-8 and respective portions of the specification. Huber discloses a 
chassis (22) for supporting a screen frame (46) carrying a sieve screen (48), said 
chassis providing a first bearing surface; at least one second bearing opposed to said 
first bearing surface such that the screen frame can be clamped between the first and 
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second bearing surfaces (See at least 3-4); and at least one expandable element 
(42) mountable in the chassis to be between the first and second bearing surfaces and 
expandable in a direction transverse to said bearing surfaces to effect said clamping of 
the screen frame. Huber does note disclose one or more clamping members each of 
which is moveable between a non-deployed position, in which said screen frame can be 
lifted in said transverse direction away from said first bearing surface for removal from 
the chassis, and a deployed position, in which the clamping member is located relative 
to the chassis to provide said second bearing surface or one of a combination of said 
second bearing surfaces. Hukki discloses a "Screen". See Figs. 1-8 and respective 
portions of the specification. Hukki further discloses a chassis (12) for supporting a 
screen frame (24) carrying a sieve screen (22), said chassis providing first bearing 
surface, at least one expandable element (68) mountable in the chassis and 
expandable in a direction transverse to said bearing surfaces to effect said clamping of 
the screen frame; characterized by one or more clamping members (56) the or each of 
which is movable between a non-deployed position, in which said screen frame can be 
lifted in said transverse direction away from said first bearing surface for removal from 
the chassis, and a deployed position, in which the clamping member is located relative 
to the chassis to provide said second bearing surface or one of a combination of said 
second bearing surfaces. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify the apparatus of Huber to include the teachings 
of Hukki wherein one or more clamping members where included so that that the screen 
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could be clamped and locked in a more effective manner to the frame and housing, to 
assist in separation and accommodate for heavy vibrations during operation. 

Referring to claim 15. Huber discloses the apparatus as described above in 
detail. Huber does not disclose a hopper mounted in said chassis to collect fines 
passing through sieve screen, said hopper having an annular shelf portion extending 
between said first and second bearing surfaces to be clamped therebetween together 
with the screen frame. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify the apparatus of Huber to include a hopper that 
could be clamped with the screen frame to collect fines so that an easy and efficient 
way of securing the hopper to the separator could be achieved. It is generally known in 
the field of art to provide hoppers in separators for collecting fines and to do so wherein 
the hopper is attached or secured to the separator. 

Referring to claim 17, 20. Huber does not disclose wherein the chassis is 
adapted to support a circular screen frame. It should be noted that it is generally known 
in the field of the art that chassis can be constructed in any shape wherein they would 
be adapted to support a similarly shaped screen frame. It would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the apparatus of Huber wherein the chassis 
was constructed in a circular orientation so that it could support a circular screen frame 
so that it was better adapted for attaching a cover so that separation could be better 
achieved wherein articles were not permitted to fall or jump off of the vibratory separator 
during operation. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3-5, 14 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/04/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In particular applicants focus on "one expandable element mountable in the 
chassis to be expanded in a direction transverse to said bearing surfaces to effect 
clamping of the screen frame" is taught and disclosed by Huber with pneumatic tube 
(42), to which Hukki discloses wherein a screen frame can be removed in a transverse 
direction. Additionally, it should be noted that it would have been obvious to modify the 
apparatus of Huber to include teachings of Hukki as the simple substitution of one 
known element for another to obtain predictable results is obvious to try to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, to which it would have been a matte of simple substitution to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the apparatus of Huber so that the expandable 
elements expanded in a direction transverse to the bearing surfaces as shown as well 
as included the clamping elements of Hukki wherein the screen was allowed to be 
removed in a transverse direction. Moreover, these variations are predictable to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. See MPEP 2143. Further, the prior art discussed and cited 
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demonstrates the level of sophistication of one with ordinary skill in the art and that 
these modifications such as modify the direction the tube expanded or the screen was 
removed, would be well within this skill level Therefore, it would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
invention of Huber as is well known in the art. Consequently, as a review of the prior art 
undermines Applicants arguments, the claims stand rejected. 

Examiner has maintained the prior art rejections, statutory rejections and drawing 
objections as previously stated and as modified above. Applicants' amendment 
necessitated any new grounds of rejection present in this Office action. Accordingly, 
THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Terrell H. Matthews whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5929. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Mackey can be reached on (571) 272-6916. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Patrick H. Mackey/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3653 

THM 
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